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Ms *ikon paper, ptepael by the,staff of the National.'
,:blatrs-Coanell, is a no/base tol'oI Report, 0015, "National
:News Connell A-pkelsed," by Ralph L. Lownsaln. e

-\ At the outset. Oil his paper entttled "National' News/ Council Apfraised,", Di; Lowenstein declares that the
"track record of the National News Council, after one
year of operation% is 'nether lackluster,"'and that "it has
failed t9 attract the kind of significahf cases that cOtdd
prove,-the NAC's value to the media and to thevtlic."

.Dr1owenstein then goes on to offer a body of materi-
at iri atipPort 'Of, his contention, a body of material -which

we at the Pouncil feel fails to meet the scholarly aspire-
tiOns of the document It is, in our opinion, replete with
'overdra n inferenceS and unfounded conclusions.. .

Com-alntsAnolzid

. Dr. Lowenstein 'deClares, "Its (the NNC's),operations
,!; .C. tfirOtith- the etk&Of 1974 have been markedly ... a tele-

tively. 'small A ber of stibstentive .cornplai s apinst ateW ', media." He th n says: ',,/ - ' : - -;-,

"By Dece ber 1974; The NNC had officialli docteted
; 51 cases, only four Of which were' substantial enough to a

. .

' bring-rulings against the media : , ; .

.. . (0)nly eight of-theucases-so.fat 4udicated bY
the NNC could be calledsubilantiv ..;:yhile five a-fe So
frivolous..as tO bring into -qiiestion 'they ever came,
before the NNC foi= a decision'. . . 1

,"One can only concrude that the general run of coin-
?4plaints is to.lcivial that sometimes the least trivial are,cori*
.'sidered, bY comparisp:a decetit candidates for NNC, aC-
: tion.!! ' I, . : ,

Comment: br: Lowenstein-does not either recognize or
fipd, it supPortive of His negative:conclusions and there-

- fore does not bother to pointout trre ;that 1) since time
' immdpitiriar ,newly created'adjudicatory bodies have in

,thoir esti-gest -deliberatifons giro definitio`n to ,both,sub-
tent/ye Ind procedUraraspects of "complairits"; and 2)

,
opini n, Sonie Weil eliminated by satisfying the comlain

.s ant, ly letter dir by phbne throUgh an explanation of the
obvio crOnly When issues' were. inlolved that were de-
batable were the complaints ieferred to, the Council's,
Grievance Committee for its,recomrnendationk. to -the full
Council. 4, I' I,.

In declaring "only lout:4 of-Y-'the 51 cases -officially
docketeckbY the Council "were-cubstantial enougMto &ring
rulings 4against the media Dr. LoWenstein; clearly is
overlooking the fAct thet Cinincil opinions uphSidini, the ..
media pcbe "sbbstantial" too. The Council's first chair- -

man, Roger J. Traynor,former Chief Justice of the State
of California; put it this AY:

' }educing:the c?nctusions in such doliberations'to writing
not only)faCilitites the 'oil:irk of the COuncil by proyiding
.sornedegree of casisiency but also.clarifies the operations
-of th4CoUncil for .ell.who;may bring complaints to its at-
tentiori in the future..

6r. Lowenstein seems, to think thatin order to be dock- °
1 ed; complaint should beof a weighty natureas to

the subitance of-the complaint only. He does not acknowl-
fn, edge that qUestions regarding purview end 'specificity may
fy.)", ultlinately prove to be at least.e.qually weighty.

Lowenaem overlooks many of the reasons why
299 df the 350'complaints dbver werebrought before the.
full Ciiuncll,' reasons which have included not only 'lack

ilt of purview, bin also lads) of apetifics, lack of signatures
or addresses, lack of any substAnce whatsoever: plus the
lact 31tat some dealt only wits expressions of etlitortai

.t
Why should the media not be vindicated when they
are unfairly attanked? , -,

To criticize the Council for its preponderance Of de-
cisions Upholditig the Media is to .deny that the Imedia's
Fast Arnen-dment rights should .be-defended... ify:Yentilat-.
ing such attacks, even though some may be, in Dr. Lowip-
stein's view "trivial", tbe Council is helping tO edbcate the
public io uhderStand the meaning' of a free preis.,:aricilhe
failure of the mess in general to properly present the case
for press freedom' to the public has led, -in manrnations,--
to a loss of press freedom. The Council's reasatifor being
is "to oerve the /public intereit in preserVIng..freedom- of
commuoication and advancing accurate aAti..f?it'Jeportig
of news:7 'tb . _ N ..-1, .

Comparison with Other PrLs Councils

br. Lowenstirin pre nts a table in wt\ii 'y.he,cernpares
.- .

the NNC's dispoSitien of caies to those 9f two other press
coimails, showing that the-NNC upheld -ten per cent of
the cases that it received, as lagainatithe British press
Councii's uphdldirit Of 42 per cent of the cases it received
in-197Z, and the Swedish Press Council's/Upholding of 65
per cent -of the caseit received in 1974.

, From this table, ,Di...Lowenitein 's ies that tbe '
British and,Swedish Press Councile staff "apjfarently do
not docket CaS'es for adjudication unless-t ere is a strong
chante that tbeir councils will find Yor the -complainant." .

By jmplication he is saying th-t in order for thelkINC to'
be worthwhile it would have to find agaMst the media in
a significantly higher percentage of cases:

Comment:-Such an irpplication :oveAlooks .important
factors. . .

He ignores the fact that the British and Swedish Press
councils have under their purview 'all of the prms of Great
Britain and Sweden, respeetivelyzzhegas the NNC has
within its purview only the national news media. The ..'
likelihood of recei:;ing more complaints, and of upholding
a higher percentage of those received and adjudicated,
when a council is dealing with le:;els of professional com-
petence from, the lowest to the highest is far- greater than .

4 ,
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when a council. is dealing only with the upper levels..This
is not to say that competence does not exist among the
non-national press in this nation. It ,does, indeed, and in
profmtion. Nor does it suggest that within the media that
the NNC purviews (the national disseminators of news)
lapses of tesponsiveness to inaccuracies and unfairness do
,not exist. They do.

Dr. Lowenstein also overlooks the fact'that the British
Press Council was' founded in 1953, and the Swedish
Press-Council in 1916. It stands to reason that.their long-.
record of performance has led to well defined rules of pro-
cedure regatding purview and specificity -in their, own par-
ticular situations. Case records kuilf up through 22 and
59 years of operations, respectively, quite naturally lead
to. a resolution of many complaints without recourse to,
council action. For 21 months the HNC has been refining
its Own procedures and building its., own :cate record in
light .of its own particular situation.

, Dr. LoWeitstein would represent the low percentage of
complaints upheld by the NNC during its first ,16 months
of operations as due to the general run of complaints be-
ing "so trivial that sometiMesthe least Iriyial are consid-.

ered, by toMpirison, t Candidates for NNC ction."
Other observers: in uding the Ethici Committe4 of the
American Society Newspaper Editors, have suggested
just the opposit hat the NNC is carefully and 'Cau-
tiously )establishing its precedents and is examining many
complaints before lecting the few 9n which it chooses
to develop a posfti

. .
Woo

JI

In analyzing co plaints adjudicated by the NNC in
1974, Dr. Lowenstein finds the largest hunker has involved
the detworks, primarily the thrce major television net-
works',He goes on to say, "One difficulty in handling such
cases is that errors are more often perceived than actual,
since the viewer is unable to review What he has juit seen."

Such complaints present the Council with the oppoi-
jtunity to 'clarify the viewene erroneous perceptions sim-

ply by, reviewing, the transcripts and/or tapes of the pro-
grams involved. Before such a review occurs, however, it'
generally is- iMpossible to determine whether the matter
complained about wis simjily perceived or actual. Either
way; the Council is serving the public interest through

' Dr. -LowenStein,implies that the NNC was beating a
dead 'imrse when it undertook to examine a complaint
*ought to it by the National Conference of Editorial
Writers involving free-lance Writer Victor- Lasky. Mr-

.. Lasky hAd received a fee of $20,000 front the Cominittee
to Reelect the Preladent while at the same time be was
Writing -a syrtdieated colurim for the North American,,,
Newspaper Alliance dealing largely with politics. The -
Cotincil b1J declared that Mr. Lasky shoula have dis-
closdth

, have infii
"In point of fact," Dr. .Lowenstein declares, ."Lasky

fir 1011m thoroughly roasted by the American.,press long
fore the NNC turned, its attention to the case." .

clarification.

Theo Vidor lanky Caw

fact to NANA, and that NANIV should thus
its client newspapers.

Comment: It is highly debatable, indeed doubtful, that ,
Mr. Lasky lad been "thoroughly foasted" hy the ptess fol-

.1owing. disclosure of the parnent. But even if he had been,
, .

complaint:to the Coun-
cil's Freedom of the Pips Com ttee which, after a pub-
lic hearing, secured unanimous Co'tstcil backing that the
complaint *be upheld; that there was n appearance of. a .

conflict' f interest, and that in such cases full disclosure
would be in the intipiett of tditorial integrity. At the behest:
of NCEW, several synIcates now ask such disclosure.

When three other cases involving possible conflicts
of interest by three, other syndicated columnists were
brought to the Council's attention, the Council issued a
"Statement on General Ethics's in' which it declared, "It is
the Council's view that every journalist should either .re;
frain from commenting upon matters in which he ot she
has a familial 'or financial interest or make those interests
sb clear there can be no misunderstanding."

Dr. Lowenstein declare& that these cases "had already
been ventilated in newspapers and, the trade pfess."
Whether they had, or had not is immaterial. They were
cited as examples in a statement of policy which' the ,
Council believed would serve as a guide for the future to
columnists, syndicates and editors..

The Ethics Committee of the American Society of
Newspaper Editors apparently agreed with the Councirs
statement when it declared in its report on' the NNC, is-
sued in April, 1975:

The Council served journalism particularly
well, in our view; by inquiring into possible con-
flicts of interest of-four syndicated columnists and
proposing to news syndicates a "Statemen of Gen-
eral Ethics".

Rules of Procodueo

Dr. Lowenstein adopts a genera
watd Certain changes made by th

negative attitude to-
NC Rules of 11

Procedure, In doing so, he over ooks the fact that in any
new organization it is essential that proceduits be exam-
ined constantly and that changes be mgfe whenever they
appear to be necessary for efficient and effective operations.

. Sometimes such changes are for the purpose it clarifica-
tion, or of simplification. Sometimes they are ma re-
flect practi hat have evolved out of xperien . An

hange procedures tha ave proved to
. be ine using, or outmoded, i unsound, to say
, the

. of clarification only, the Council
has hanges that include 1) a redefinition of
its p ude "newspapers significantly national in

orhara st simply "national7, 2) news published
-4 by lbc regional media' when that news has

achieved ttention, as when one or more neWs-
papers pick news report trom another newspaper in

1 a different geographical area without recourse to distri-
butiOn by-a national news organization, 3') consideration
of editorial comment when information critical to the edi-
torial t hrust is Cinder dispute. ' i

,Thtttr change came about when a newspaper read-
er cow aineff regarding an editorial .opinion that he be-

' lieved was4ItaWn from erroneous'figures used.th the same .

editorial. As it 'turned mit, the figurea were wtong, anti 4

, later were corrected, but the erroneous figures were not
critical to the editorial thrust and the complaint was there-
fore dismissed. The Council has not brought editoriaopin- 4
ion into its purview. thdeed, on several occasions' it has
clearly encouraged such expression of opinion. "-

It
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Referring to another change in procedures which en-
ables a complainant to- write \to the Council without first
iirtorming the news organization, Dr. Lowenstein contends
that the new procedure "endourages a complainant to
bring a third parry inio the dispute. The consequence, for

1 a news organization, ivadditional paperwork and increas-
ing possibility that minor disagreements will\become larger
ones." .

Dr:Lowenstein is ignoring the fact that a third parry-1
namely the NNCcould, conceivribly fielp to clarity a/

complaint that would otherwise be unresolvable in corres-
pondence between.a complainant' and a news organization.
Fie also ignores the fact that many complaints that are
totally, lacking in suhstance, or in spedifics, arc seplied to
directly by the Council's staff, without ever being forward-
ed to the news organization. Then, .too, as was explained'
to Pr. Lowenstein during his interview with the Council's
staff, some persons who have a complaint simply do not
know tlie address of ihe organization, such as a natiepal

. news seivice pr a syndicate,p r the proper person to whom
to comptain.°TVy generally -. ve no problem in, finding
their local cditor or news dire or.

This change in procedure in no way involves\ a news
organization in additional rive/work. All that the Council
asks 'is that the news .organization send it a copy of any

,° response it cares to make I to a complainant whose letter
has 'been forwarded by ttie Council. if the response satis-
fies the:c.omplainant, the ,exchange Is ended. If the com-
plainant is not satisfied with the response, the matter itray

'go to the Council's Grievance Committee for its recom-
mendation to the 'full Council. The proce8ure° by which

4 a complaint may be sent directly to the Council, therefore,
'speeds review of 'such co : plaints. Minor disagreements
either are diminished Or e iminated..they are not en-
larged.

Signing af a Waiver .

-Dr. Lowenstein finds it "perhans understandable" that,
the Council changed its Rules of Procedure regarding the

requirement that a complainant waive the right to bring
future court or administrative actiori on the subject matter
of his complaint. Whether the Council Will require such%
a waiver.is now discretionary due, in part, as Dr. Lowen-
stein rightly acknowledges, to the fact that few complaints
thus .far docketed have involved "anything remotely ap- .

proaching libel." FUrthermorernot every complaint against

a broadcast network has the potential of future ;FCC ac-
tion. Hawever, he finds the change.a "danger" in that "it
Makes the NNC procedures looser than they were before,".
and that "the one real safeguard against the NNC's, being

used as a discovery agent for a future libel case of FCC
complaint has been relaxed."

Comment: It is difficult to find "danger" in a change .
whereby a waiver is not required in cases that clearly
contain no possihility of future court or administrative
action. To term the waiyer the "one l safegdard" is
utterly, ridiculous.'It ,is a deterrent. The OSuncil cannot,
iit complaintS involving the electronic dia, prevent
other people who object to the program 1 question from
complaining to the FCC and -perhaps even using informa-
tion discovered by the NNC in handling their complaint.

Se Cows Cited .
-

.
Dr. *Lowenstein ,cites six cases as illustrations of the

effect of changes in the Rules. of Procedure. While the
new procedures were followed in ea1ch case,'the Council's

q-
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onclusioni were not affected by the change in procedurd.
deed, the handling was more expeditious because of the
anges. For example: -,..

11, 4. ,;,.
William F. Gavin. a special assistintOlr,Sen. James L.

Buckley of New York, complained to"ctl*,,COuncil that in
se en. specific articles the New York Ti4 had identified
pol Vans or private citizens who had opposed abortion

g, law as Roman Catholics. Mr. Gavin said, thCt people who
werk, in.favor Of abortion laws-were not identified by reli-
gion\ in the articles and that this was an attempt to preju-

- dice
I

readers against the anti-abortion arguments.
Mr. Gavin'comptained directly to the Council. He did

not sign a waiver. The Council belizved a waiver w e not
necessary in this case: it forwarded the coniplain to the

Times. The Times refused to coops*, not bcc se there
yos no waiver, but because it opPses _lie NN Never-
theless, the Council Was able (as it has Nen in o cr cases
involving the Times) Id study the complaint ItflJI issue a

.. finding, Upholding the Tives!Overlodik4 by D. LowerY
. stein is the fact that becarise use of the waiver now is dis-

cretionary the ccruncilowas able to proceedtwith hs study
of this complaint and reach conelaion.-And' from the
Council's beginning it has redeignized that it would,not all
ways receive cooperation from some neWs organiiations.
The Rules of Procgdure always havetiven ite Council the
ability to handle such complaints:
\ Dr. Lowenstein indicates that.in ijandling the complaint

of Mr. Gavin against the Times, William A. Rusher, a
Council mequer, should 'have disqualified himself4rom
the discussions and voting fecause of a possible co ict ,

of interest. Mr. Rusher is publisher of National Re iew,
whose editor is William BUckley; brOther of Senator uck-
ley, who employs Mr. poin. .

.., Comment: Del Lowenstein has raised a -fundamental
issue. The iquestion here is whether the Council is better
off to hare among its members individuals whd are ex-
tensively-invelved in national affairs themselves, or wheth-
er it would be better to confine membership on the Com--
cil to persons who have few commitfnents or Connections
and thus will Wave to disqualify themselves only rarely, if
at all. .

The Council obviously feels' that the former is the
wiser course. Of course, if-a member, is-closely identified
with a cause of individual who is before it in connection
with a domplaint, the member will* be asked tp disqualify

.

hiniself. Several have done so; voluntarily, in particular
instances. But to aslr(Council members to cksqualify them-
selves because (as in this instance) they 'are assoCiated
with someone who is related to someone else who is, in

.-"turn..the employer of the complainant is to diminish the
effectiveness of.the Council's operations.

The ii.i. ... en, 4 I

..

.We fail toseVany connection between changes in pro-
cedures and tge case cited by Dr. LowenstNn involving a
complaint hy John Carter, a stockbroker, against the
Wall Street Journal. The news report in question had de-
clared th.at Mr. Carter Could not be reached for comment
on a report involving him in an SEC action. He com-
plained tp the Journal and to the Council. The Journal
responded to the Council...The andl dismisscd the com-
plaint on the basis of that response.

t
t
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'TM Out -oll-Centim( Stahrmon0

In discussing a complaint brought to the Courkil by
Accuracy in Media against Jack AncIerson, the sYndicated
columnist, Dr. Lowenstein asks, 0Where will it end if the
NNC moves beyond considering the factual truth of.a par-

; ° ticular statement and into,the realm of whether the truth-
ful stateMent was taken out of context, giving it a different
meaning?" AIM had complained that Mr. Anderson, in 'a
Column about the International Police Academy, tied taken
statements out of context from foreign students' papers; ;
making it appear that the students favored using threat's
and force when interrogating suspicts.

Comment: How does Dr. Lowenstein define a." ctual,
'truth"? Surely. a statement taken out cif context to the end'
that. the intent is coMplete:ly 'distorted must be. in the..
eyes of mosr-pecipl , somewhat less than "truthful". The
Council has consi red* the degrt4 of distortion the, ulti-
mate issue. Di. stein apparently. does not recog ize
that the question 43f egree is ofijhe essence to the C un-
cil's deliberations. If Pr. Lowensiein was citing this case

Cas an exampft of what now occurs since the wording of
, the Rules Of Kocedure _regarding-editorial coMment has

been ; chdnged. it isn't. TherCouncil's conclusion would
'presumably have been the same uhder the old WOrding.

Regarding the role of AIM itself, Dr.'Lowenstein seems
to think that The Council should knoy 'tprecisely who is*
making the complaint". This ignores the fact tbatthe com-
plaint itself is the issue, not who is.' complaining. The
Council is obligated to,receive complaints from "any per-
son or organization, private or public." Where does Dr.
Lowenstein draw the line?thould the Council pierce the
corporate veil of every corpotate complainant, news or-
ganization, and third arty proyiding information to the
Councilj It. is for others,' to investigate AIM, if they so
desire.

It m y be useful to note again what the Ethics Com-
t....mittee of the American Society of Newspaper Editors had

to say regaping compbints frOm AIM:

It is certainly 4rue that Accuracy in Media, re-
garded by many as a-special interest group, has
been vigolou's in bringing complaints to the Coun-,
cil. But the source of complaints seerns to us to be
of little concern. The Ceuncil staff assidqously ex-
amines the merits of each complaint, no matter '

from what source.

'Trouble in Paradise'

Dr. Lowenstein goes on at length about the Council's
waiver policji in commenting on a complaint by John Hay-
don, former governor of American Samoa, that an NBC
"Weekend" siiment abbul American Samoa was inac-

i,curate and designed deliberately to malign thelamoan
people, the oilministration of the territory, the Depart-

..
ment of Interior." .

-1 Mr. Haydon complained directly to the NNC,' which
'forwarded the complaint to NBC together with informal
that Mr. Haydon had signed a waiver. In efusing t
operate with ttie.Council, NBC cited the w as :' very
small reassurance hfcleed. Any published II g by your
Council can be quoted by anybody in opposiag the license
renewAl--thatis, 'the abilitjt to do businessof,any of thlt,
mere than 160 stations which carriedyhe program."

,

Comment: The NBC tester *was 'quite harsh and an
overstatement as to the practical effects and insignificance
cif the waiver. Even Dr. Lowenstein's comment that tile
waiver in. this case was "osentially meaningless" ,hatily
jibes 'with his previous statement that it is "the one real
safeguard." If Dr. ,Lowenstein had studied the transcript\
or the_ program, 'or viewed the tape (which' NBC later \
supplied) he would have realized that it is highlY unlikely
anyone 'other than the complainant would bring an FCC
action based on this program,

It 4 true there are problems with the waiverbiu Dr. ,
Lowenstein unquestioningly adeepts the statement of a net-
work executive, hardly an unbiased 'expert. If one accepts
the comments Of Dr. Lowenstein, in .this case, the only
conclusion 'wOuld- be, that the Council should no longer
take complaints against television and radio. Certainly, if
the Council were in fact m'eliminate TV and radio from
its purview, There *mid be charges that it wasLsingling
the print 'Medra out while ignoring the Media that pro-
vides a majority of Americans- with therr news.
'The Non-Spuific Complaint'

Dr. Lowenstein describes as "one of the strangest cases
so:far thicketed by the NNC" the complaint' of James V.
Swift, vice president of the Waterways Journal of St. Louis,
Mo. against the New York Times other unspecified
publications. The, complaint, such 'as it as, dealt with a
"recent article" which was "derogatory to the use of
supettankersi-or bringing oil into this con, try because of
the possibility of oil pollution."

Dr. Lowenstein says, "Despite iness -and fail-
ure to give specifics), the ?VC staff do eted the com- ,

plaint for reference to the Council. The Cs ncil members,
without dissent,. accepted this case fOrTurth .1° study." (Em-

daphasis added)
Comment: Dr. '-,etiwenitein arently considere' this

case "strange" because regular rocedures were followed.
The discussion at .the Council eeting at which this com-
plaint was initially introduced and -which r)r. Lowen-

.stein attended), was exceedingly conissting only of
a statement from the- staff that the comp nt had been
asked to supply specifics to back up his complai t, but, al-

- °

though he had said he would do so, they ha \ not yet
been supplied.. What dissent was neaessary? -

One would think from reading Dr. Lowenstein's write;
up that kngthy debate had taken pbce and thlphere was
no reaion to justify presenting the complaint a that date
to the Council members: Considering the occupation of
the complainant and his initial correspondence, the staff

jfelt it had .reason to believe that this potential complaint
would not die for failure to pursue on the part of the
complainant hnd it was therefore thicketed.
'Pesticide Coverage'

Two residents of San Francisco charged that the AP
and the New York Times "failed to, report significant de-
tails," and that the editing by certain newspapers of wire
service copy about an Environmental Protection Agency ,

ban of two widely used pesticides was faulty both as to
placement and content. ,

Dr. LoWenstein 'Says "This sort of blinket criticism
would seern-tdbe a good candidate for screening out by
the -NNC

Comment: The Nyc staff spent consideraik time re-
viewing the complanct and' the clippings submitted hi an -

attempt to defermine if there had been an.abuse



' torial discretion. It was the staff's opinion that there had
not been, except in -one instance and that ooutside' t he
Council's purview. After a brief discussion, the Council
members agreed qnd accepted the staff's recommended
conclusion that the complaint was unwarranted.

We disagree with Dr. LqWenstein's opinion that ,the
- staff should haye screened.out this complaint and that the

complaint itself was "bliinket criticism." Council discus-
sion cited for the public record the important ,point that
loath' editing of nationally distributed newstreports cad
,distA the meaning of such reports.
mwil Hawks and' CA Evening News'

Dr. Lowenstein declares that theSouncil "voted to in-
vestigate the methodology" of ari Institute for American
Strategy stu.dx of CBS Evening News on n'ational defense
topics duridg 1972 and 1973. He, also declares that the
NNC voted to investigaie the coverage. He.is wrong on

?both counts.
Comment: The decision at that meeting was that the

staff would pursue its discussion with both CBS and lAS
in'an attempt,to determine whedagr the Council could or
should take the case.

It should be noted here that at its April 8 meeting, the
Council.voted not to entertain the complaints because lAS
would not sign a waiver.

Conclusions of Dr. Lowonsfoin .

Dr. Lowenstein declares, "a basic -handicap of the °

' NNC has been its lack of accePtance by the American
press." Elemeqp of the press itself have recognized this;
they have offffed constructive criticism as to how accep-
tance may come about. The ASNE's Ethics Committee,

'for example, believes that the Council deserves much more --
attention. Here's how that committee put it: -

The National News Council's integrity is to
date without question. Although. the Council after
18 months has not finally established a record on
which it can stand or fall, it has nevertheless estab-
lished a record that dserves much more attention
than either editors or the publiC have so far given
it.' '
By implication, Dr. Lowenstein seems to believe that

the Council's effectiveness (and herefore its acceptance)
suffers because a Majority of its members are not jour-
nalists. He declares,./"It is the only news council in th
world in which the majority- of members are not iournal
ists and it is one of the few not funded by joumalistic

, organizations." He is wrong in that there are press councils,
) in the Canadian Province -of Ontario and in the State of

Minnesota, for example, that do not have a majority o
journalists as members. He is right in that ost press
councils elsewhere are funded by the media.

. He declares that "a major objective of the N C is to
win the tespect and confidence of the news medi ." That
-is a major objective. The most important object e, how-
ever, is to strengtheavothe confidence and res et of the
public in the maidia itself. By so doing, the public ihterest
iwserved through .the maintenance of a free press.'

Dr. Lowenstein says that the Council "is unlikely tq
accomplish that goal (respect and confidence of the media)
if it Weakens its tetord with trivial cases and forces news-

., men to waste their time refuting marginal complaints:"
As noted" in specific instances earlier in this, paper, we

disagree with Dr. Lowenstein's cdutention,that, the, Coun-

' ;

POI REPORT NO. 0017 . , P. 0
NNC APPRAISES AN APPRAISAL

,

cil has dealt with trivial eases.. In its newnqs,,the Council
must establish precelents for its ,klecisions. And his refer-',
ence to force is ludicrous. The Council cannot fOrce any- :

oneneWsmen or others-4o do a'nything." .. ,
,

Hc refers to the Counoil as "one more. a noying -'
agency," to which the networks ,must answer le. Ing the )
implication that there is something governme al about
the Council. There is nothing governmental ab ut it. and
it is in agency only, in the sense that it h4s, a staff and
memtpers, independent citizens who serve valuntarily, and
-to w om no one is compellett to answee.

embers.of the Council arc grateful. indoed, to Dr:
Lowe stein for calling them "geld peoplequaiity iour- I
nalis,ts 'and' laymen." But hisfollowing comment, that
"they are, for the most part, lightweights compared to the
people and the media for whicti They sit in judgment",
does not accord with the facts.

Members'and Advisers of the National News Council
arc:

Stanley H. Fuld, Chairman, former Chief Judge
of the Court of Appeals and of the State of 14m
York.

Robert B. McKay, Vice-Chairman, 'Deait of thAs
.New York University I:Ow School and DirectM
of the Aspen Instittite's' Program on Justice,
Society and the Individual:

1Loren F. higlione, Secretary, Editor. and Pub-
lisher of th Southbrjdge, Massachusetts-, Even-
ing News.,, .,

, William k Rusher, Treasurer. Publisher oG the
National 'Fleieg,. ,

William H. Brady, Jr., Wisconsin businessman,
President; W. H. Brady Company, Milwaukee,
Wisconsin. , .

.Joan Ganz Cooney, Presidcnt of the' Children's
Television Workshop, which created "Sesame
Street".

Irving Dilliard, formerly Eklitorial Page Edi,or
of, the St. Louis Kbst-Dispatch; Emeritus Pro-'

fessor of Journalism, Princeton University.
Dorothy R. Height, Director of the Racial Justice

Center.of the Young Women's Christian Associa- i
tion of the United States and gresident of the l

. National Council of Negro Women.
--44ary T. (Molly) Ivins, Co-Editor of the Texas

Observer. It,
Rev. James M. LAwson, Jr., Pastor of Ho

' United Methodist Church, Los Angeles, Cali
fornia, and leader of the non-violent civil rights
Movement.

'iRalph M. Otwell, Man gingEditor of the Chi-
cago.Sun-Times; form r Pie 'dent, ThOoc'ety
of Professi I Journalists, S a Delia Ch .
Ralph,Renic Vice President News Direc or
of WTVJ, Mr mi, Florida.

Sylvia Roberts, Baton Rouge, Louis' r an,' at-
torney, who heads the Committee, on Rthts for
Women of the Aperican Bar Association's Sec-_,
tron on Individull ights and is Pradent of the

. Legal Defense an Edu tion Fund of the Na-
tioal Organization for Women.

R. Peter .Straus, President of us Communi
cations,' Inc., "which opera .radio station
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WMCA In New York 6ty.

Advisers to the Council are:
Norman E. Isaacs, President and'Publisher. The

News-Journal Co., Wilmington, Delaware; Edi-
tor in Residence at the Graduate School of Jour-
nalism, Columbia University.

Sig Mickelson, Pro lessor of Journalism at North-
western University, ManstOn, Illinois; newly
named head of Radio Free Europe and Radio
Liberty; former president af CBS News.

.Mario Obledo, forrnerly thief Administrative
and Legal Officer of the Mexican:American Le-

P. 6

gal Defqrf and Educational Fund; now Secre-
tary of titeNealth ails" Welfnre AgeriCy, State of
California. ,

Merlyn S. Pitzele, educator, editor, economist,
autho'r, former labor adviser to President Dwight
D. Eisenhower.

Roger .r.,,Traynon, former Chief Justice onhe
California Supreme Court and first Council

,Chairman. ,

Herbert Weehsler,Professor, of:Lalklat Columbia
,University and' Executive Director of thc Ameri-
can Law InstituteL

Dr. Lowenstein reaches a conclusion that;-Council,
members involved in the electronic media "perhaps have,
no real grasp of the problems" of print, and vice vema.
He apparently ignores the fact that the Council is made
up of a distinguished majority of public mernbers, sup-.
plemented by equally distinguished representatives of- the
prirk and electronic .media. They talk among Themselves,
and their decisions 'are collective oats, representing
sights and contributions of all the members. It !s in -
uous to stigges: that no one other_tha_n_a television news-
man or executive is competent to confider problems a
accuracy or fairness in a' television new program or doc-
umentary.

Regarding the problem \?,f money, 'the, Task Force
which unanimously '.recompended establishment of the
Cooed did hope that no r4ore than 25 per' cent of the
needed funds would come from a single source, but hopes
are not alwa&s realized. To say Oat the Council .rapparent-

__ ly believer it must prove tcpAhese fonda ions (that do

II

II

. ,ft

support it) that a press council is ['bedeck, and the proof
lies in the number of cases handled," is to denigrate.every,
man and woman, Council member or staff, who has de.
voted so much time and effort to this organzation. Also it.
is his opinbn that "the foundations are thc constitueney
of the NNt, not the public or the press." Such a com-
ment. in a document bearing the nanie of one of Aincri;

, ca's finest schools of journalism, is unworthy. .

Dr. Lowenstein+ states that "the NNC has changed
its scope and methods of operations' significantly in the
last year without this fact 6eing noted in the press." If Lye-
fining the Council's Rules of Procedure and internal ad-
ministrative functions is a 'significant change, worthy of'
press n e, then Mr. Lbwenstein is corree We disagree.

, If,who ver, his statement would prompf.the press to pay
MOM. ttention to the Council, that could be significant.

Dr Lowenstein, in conclusion, decbres that the NNC
has a proved a reportiof its Purview Committee that _the
Council shoul ursua the idea of going fully national,
i.e., bropening ts purview to include all df the nation's
news Media. A feasibility study was authorized, nothing
more. That was in December. gxtensive and intensive ex-
aminations bevy, been conducted regarding thc feasibility
of taking this step. For 'basically the same reasons that,
led thc Council to confine its purview at the outset to the
national news. media '9nly-some .Of which Dr. LiA4n-.
stein citesthe decjsicin is not to go fully national(llow-
ever, the Council is exploring other avenues to increase
its effectiyieness beyond that already achieved. It would

4 be remisk 'didn't. No organization can move ahead by
\ standing III. .

we close by quoting from a'study of press councils in
the-United State Published in the December, 1974, isiue
of the Duke La !mend and written by Professor John
A. Ritter and vfatthew Leibowitz, both of the Univerity

. of Miam I of Law. The studyr sponsored jointly by
the American Bei Association and the Ford Foundation,

'declared:a . . .
.

The press should firt no fault with the Counikk
.from its first year's pe, ormance; the public shouffr
find cause to applitu mechanism,which is finally
defining presi1 nsibility in hard specifierrat64
than easy gene ties.

Dated: May 6,. 975
x .
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